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Abstract 
Intellectual property is a result of creative intellectual work. It is a reflection of humans personality and individuality. Creative 
and research activities form an important part of intellectual activities. By means of active participation in research and creative 
work people can express themselves, their individuality and desires. Intellectual property rights have relatively amorphous 
character. The problem is that many people do not regard them as monopoly and this causes copyright and patent infringement 
and unauthorized use of exclusive rights. The aim of the paper is to examine the psychological aspects of creating and protecting 
of intellectual property. The primary method of research is the panel survey of researchers and creators. By means of panel 
survey different forms of motivation for intellectual property protection were revealed. 
© 2015 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. 
Peer-review under responsibility of Academic World Research and Education Center. 
Keywords: Intellectual property, motivation, creative work 
1. Introduction 
Here Intellectual property is an intangible wealth which can be created by humans. It has specific value. Scientific 
and technical progress reflects the development of innovations and creative work. Creative and research activities 
form an important part of intellectual activities. They contribute to knowledge development and technological 
progress. By means of active participation in research and creative work people can express themselves, their 
individuality and desires. Intellectual property rights have relatively amorphous character. They are property rights 
in something intangible. The problem is that many people do not regard them as monopoly and this causes copyright 
and patent infringement and unauthorized use of exclusive rights.  
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The results of intellectual activities reflect human personality and individuality.  
Intellectual production is impossible without intellectual property. Intellectual property can be regarded as a 
relation on production, ownership and use of spiritual goods. Intellectual property can be regarded as encompassing 
anything emanating from the working of the human brain: ideas, concepts inventions, stories, literary works.  
It is very difficult to protect intellectual property from infringements. Such infringements can be done in the form 
of plagiarism, latent exploitation of intellectual labor, intellectual parasitism. 
Man’s thought, his spiritual world, knowledge and experience play an important role in intellectual property 
creating. Intellectual property can be created in a form of invention, literary work, scientific achievement, or other 
objective product of intellectual work. 
All the results of intellectual work are the products of intellectual activity. They have cost estimate. Objects of 
intellectual property have information nature, they are intangible. 
Intellectual property has specific features: 
1) The reflection of authors personality; 
2) Peculiarities of creating and use; 
3) The duty of third persons not to interfere and not to hinder intellectual property owner to use his exclusive 
rights in his own interests. 
All the bogy of scientific and technical production form the intellectual potential of state and nation. Piracy and 
illegal trade in this sphere lead to grievous losses for the state and people, who create intellectual potential of the 
country. 
The possibility of effective intellectual property protection must stimulate creative process and provide technical 
progress and economic growth of the country.  
2.  The nature of exclusive intellectual property rights. 
The particular form of intellectual property rights is defined in national legislation in the sphere of intellectual 
property.  
Intellectual property rights are property rights in something intangible. The role of intellectual property rights is 
to confer rights on the person responsible for conceiving ideas and reducing these to some usable format. In some 
situations, most notably concerned with the patent system, the right in close to the monopoly entitlement associated 
with the ownership of items of real property. In the case of copyright the right is much more limited. 
Exclusive property rights arise from innovative activity (Bekkers, 2002; Savitskaya & Podmetina, 2013).  
Exclusive intellectual property rights have monopolistic character. They prevent third persons from use of one’s 
intellectual property without special permission or license. The creator or owner of the patent in an invention has an 
opportunity to use the result of intellectual work (invention or creation) and produce additional copies of this work.  
Intellectual property rights are transferable and marketable.   
Some people think that monopolistic intellectual property rights are in contradiction with the principles of free 
competition. Free competition is an important element of market economy. The market mechanism is more 
sophisticated than the competition/monopoly dichotomy. Competitive restrictions at one level may be necessary to 
promote competition at another level. Three levels can be distinguished: production, consumption and innovation. 
The restrictions on competition are only justified in so far as they are restrictions in furtherance of competition on 
the next level, which is either the production level or the innovation level. Any restriction which goes further hinders 
the optimal functioning of the market economy (Holyoak &Torremans, 1998).  
Monopolistic intellectual property rights stimulate competition and encourage innovation activities and creative 
work.  
3. Historical background 
Goods perish through use, while intangible property is, at least in theory, perpetual (Lehmann, 1985; Matveev, 
2013).  
It is important to study the international experience of intellectual property protection in order to promote 
knowledge and improve national and international legislation (Lechmann, 1995). The analysis of foreign experience 
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makes it possible to work out recommendations for legislation improvement to promote the legal norms adoption 
and stimulate development of creative and innovation activity for Russia (Mingaleva & Mirskikh, 2010; O'Connor, 
2011). 
The United Kingdom was the first to recognize copyrights and studying its experience is very important. 
The essence of copyright can be deduced from the name itself. The owner of copyright in a work possesses the 
right to copy and, by inference, the right to prevent others from copying. Until the invention of moveable-type by 
Gutenberg in 1450, the issue of copying was of little legal importance. The beginning of mass publishing of literary 
works brought with it new forms of regulation and control. Initially in the United Kingdom, use of the new 
technology was controlled by a requirement that printing be restricted to authorized printers and that the publication 
of individual books be licensed by the Crown. This scheme continued until 1695. With its abolition, petitions were 
presented to Parliament at the behest of the Stationers’ Company, which and enjoyed an effective monopoly of 
publishing but which would now be subjected to competition. Responding to these representations, the first 
copyright Act, the Statute of Anne, was enacted in 1709. This Act granted the author (or assignee) the exclusive 
right to reproduce the work. In respect of existing works, this right would subsist for 21 years, with new works being 
protected for up to 28 years, subject to these being registered with the Stationers’ Company. The registration scheme 
was a comparatively shortlived component of the United Kingdom copyright regime, although it continues to be a 
feature of the United States system. 
The copyright system has developed over the centuries, largely following changes in recording technology. As it 
became possible to record different forms of work in permanent form, so copyright law has tended to be regulate the 
sector. In 1734, engravings became the first form of artistic work to be protected under the terms of the Engraving 
Copyright Act. In 1814, sculptures were brought within the copyright system by the Sculpture Copyright Act, and 
Dramatic Copyright Act 1833 extended protection still further to encompass the public performance of musical and 
dramatical compositions. The Fine Art Copyright Act 1862 marked a significant recognition of the invention of 
technology, with protection being extended to photographs. Study of the various copyright statues enacted in the 
twentieth century indicates a steady expansion in the range of subject-matter covered, normally following close on 
the heels of technological developments (Lloyd, 2008).  
4. The Method of research 
The paper presents complex interdisciplinary analysis of social, psychological, legal and economic aspects of 
intellectual property creating and protecting. 
The primary method of research is the panel survey of creative persons, researchers and creators, professors and 
lecturers. By means of panel survey different forms of motivation for intellectual property creating and protection 
were revealed (Mingaleva & Mirskikh, 2013). Special attention is paid to creative work of lecturers at universities. 
The attitude to intellectual property creating and protecting.  
The aim of the panel survey was the identification of the most important factors for development of creative and 
/or scientific and research activities and the main problems of motivation of intellectual property infringement and 
protection.  
Through the panel survey, questionnaires were spread among 100 researchers, professors and lecturers of Perm 
State National Researches University and Perm National Researches Polytechnic University (Russia). The 
questionnaire of panel survey was conducted from February to June 2014.  
5. The Results of Survey  
The following questions were included into the survey: 
1. What stimulates your creative, scientific and research work? 
2. What prevents you from creative, scientific and research activities? 
3. Why do you buy infringing merchandise?  
4. Why do you buy pirate videos? 
5. Do you create intellectual property and use it in your work? 
223 Zhanna Mingaleva and Irina Mirskikh /  Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences  190 ( 2015 )  220 – 226 
6. What is the most important for development of creative and /or scientific and research activities in your group? 
7. What is the most important for stimulating the development of creative and /or scientific and research activities 
in the country?  
Each respondent could choose any response alternative or suggest his own. The survey results are shown in 
Tables 1-7. 
Table 1. The question “What stimulates your creative, scientific and research work?” 
Response categories Weight 
Inquisitiveness 85% 
Personal creative nature 62% 
The possibility of self-actualization 78% 
The desire of public recognition 46% 
An attempt to make a discovery and earn a lot of money 82% 
 
The study showed that more than 80% of respondents consider personal inquisitiveness and an attempt to make a 
discovery and earn money to be the main stimulus of creative, scientific and research work. But the desire of public 
recognition is not very important (46%). This situation can be explained by special mentality of the population of 
the former Soviet Union. For respondents creative and research process is more important by itself (as such). 
Table 2. The question “What prevents you from creative, scientific and research activities?”  
Response categories Weight 
Inadequate system of appreciation and financial support for intellectual activity results 89% 
Luck of support from the company management  65% 
Negative attitude of colleagues 35% 
The absence of conditions for research or creative activities at the place of work 62% 
Penalties in case of failure (or  non getting quick results in a short period) of scientific and 
research work 
52% 
Weak protection of intellectual property rights on the results of intellectual activity 71% 
An opportunity of the third persons to appropriate the results of scientific and research work 62% 
 
About 89% of respondents believe that inadequate system of appreciation and financial support for intellectual 
activity results can prevent people from creative, scientific and research activities. Quite a small number of 
respondents 35% pointed out negative attitude of colleagues to research work. It was revealed that  financial support 
and appreciation are the most important factors for creative work. 
Table 3. The question “Why do you buy infringing merchandise?” 
Response categories Weight 
Licensed products are very expensive  80% 
Licensed products are not available. It is not easy to find them even in the specialty store  72% 
Use of infringing merchandise is not punishable 78% 
Easy access to infringing merchandise 85% 
Lack of knowledge and information about copyright infringement 54% 
Special mentality of some people based on availability and free use of cultural properties 48% 
 
The majority of respondents think that  easy access to infringing merchandise (85%) and high costs of licensed 
products (80%) are the reasons of popularity of infringing merchandise. Only 48% of respondents explain exclusive 
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rights infringements by special mentality of some people. 
Table 4. The question “Why do you buy pirate videos?” 
Response categories Weight 
Obtainable price 93% 
It is natural to watch new videos 86% 
It is not infringement 60% 
They are sold everywhere 67% 
 
Over 90% of respondents buy pirate videos because of their obtainable price. About 60% of respondents do not 
regard such actions as infringement. This demonstrates neglect of copyright and reveals the problems of intellectual 
property protection. 
Table 5. The question “Do you create intellectual property and use it in your work?” 
Response categories Weight 
Yes 75% 
No  10% 
Sometimes 10% 
Do not know 5% 
 
Most of respondents (75%) create intellectual property and use it in their work. 10 % of respondents do not create 
intellectual property. This can be explained by the fact that questionnaires were spread among researchers, 
professors and lecturers.  They are usually engaged in creative work (Mingaleva & Mirskikh, 2013). 
Table 6. The question “What is the most important for development of creative and /or scientific and research activities in 
your group?” 
Response categories Weight 
Improvement of moral reward system for the results of  intellectual activities 70% 
Improvement of stimulation and financial incentives system for the results of scientific and research 
work, starting with special single rewards and participation in the profits from invention 
implementation 
92% 
Forming of positive attitude to inventors and creative persons 73% 
Creating favorable conditions at the workplace for scientific and research activities 62% 
An opportunity to take sabbatical (research) leave  25% 
Strengthening and providing of copyright protection 54% 
Implementation of moral principles concerning the results of scientific and research activities achieved 
by third persons 
27% 
Elimination of penalty methods of management  in case of failure (or  non getting quick results in a 
short period) of scientific and research work 
52% 
 
More than 90% of respondents consider that the most important for development of creative and /or scientific and 
research activities is the improvement of stimulation and financial incentives system for the results of scientific and 
research work (starting with special single rewards and participation in the profits from invention implementation) 
Only 25% of respondents mentioned an opportunity to take sabbatical (research) leave and 27% of respondents 
pointed out the necessity of implementation of moral principles concerning the results of scientific and research 
activities achieved by third persons. This shows that people practically do not know about sabbatical (research) 
leave. Researchers and creators expect and hope for financial incentives. 
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Table 7. The question “What is the most important for stimulating the development of creative and /or scientific and 
research activities in the country?” 
Response categories Weight 
Legislation improvement 85% 
Creating available and effective infrastructure of scientific and research work 57% 
Effective patent protection 44% 
Improvement of relations with creative persons 53% 
 
The study showed that 85% of respondents emphasize the necessity of legislation improvement in the sphere of 
intellectual property protection. And it is strange that only 44% of respondents pay attention to effective patent 
protection. This situation can be explained by lack of understanding the role of patent protection.  Improvement of 
relations with creative persons (53%) and creating available and effective infrastructure of scientific and research 
work (57%) take the second place in response categories.  
6. Conclusions 
Exclusive intellectual property rights have monopolistic character.  
By means of panel survey it was revealed that the main motives for creative, scientific and research work are 
inquisitiveness, an attempt to earn money and the possibility of self-actualization.  
The main obstacle for creative and research work is inadequate system of appreciation for intellectual activity 
results.  
People buy infringing merchandise because licensed products are very expensive and the access to infringing 
merchandise is very easy. They believe that use of infringing merchandise is not punishable. In order to provide 
development of creative, scientific and research work it is important to improve stimulation and financial incentives 
system for the results of scientific and research work, starting with special single rewards and participation in the 
profits from invention implementation.  
Researchers, professors and lecturers create intellectual property and use it in their work. But such factors as 
“winner takes all” and desire of public recognition practically do not stimulate researchers. 
These requires creating a system of economic and judicial rules able to stimulate scientific and research work at 
institutions of higher education and effectively protect intellectual property. 
During the period of globalization intellectual activity results became the main economic resource. That is why 
motivation of intellectual property creating and protection is very important. 
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